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Divorces9 
Auburn Courier 


December 22, 
1910 


Adams, Louetta | Adams, Harley | Judge F. M 
Powers this 
morning 
granted a 
divorce decree 
to Mrs. Louetta 
Adams from 
her husband, 
Harley Adams. 
The interested 
parties had an 
understanding 
out of court, it 
is said, as to the 
division of 
property. 

Mrs. Adams in 
her complaint 
charged the 
defendant with 
having failed to 
provide, cruel 
and inhuman 
treatment and 
with having 
frequently 
uttered profane 
and obscene 
language in her 
presence and 
the presence of 
others. She 
states in her 
complaint that 
the defendant 
has property 
worth several 
thousand 
dollars. 

Mr. and Mrs. 
Adams have 
two children 
Amos and Mary 


Susan, the son 
being a married 
man. The 
custody of the 
daughter was 


| aso fanaa not asked. 


Order Book 45 _| October Term Booth, Fred Booth, Cassie Case 8893 

1910 Page 217, Summons 

248 issued for 
defendant and 
she is 1n 
default. Page 
248 Divorce 
granted to the 
Plaintiff and he 
is to pay costs. 

Auburn Courier | October 27, Paper States. 

1910 Fred Booth was 
granted a 
divorce from 
Cassie Both this 
morning. 
In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a Marriage 
for a Fred 
Booth age 20 
born in 
Waterloo to 
George & Alice 
(Eckelberger) 
Booth. He was 
a laborer. He 
married 
Catharine 
Rockwell age 
25 born in 
Counsel Bluff, 
N.B. to Stephen 
& Susana 
(Shull) 
Rockwell. 
They were 


married 
September 15, 
1900 in 
Waterloo 
Frank Burns by 
his attorney 
filed a case in 
court today 
asking for legal 
separation from 
his wife, 
Catherine 
Burns. 
Abandonment 
is charged. 

In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a marriage 
for a Frank 
Burns age 25 b 
DeAncaie? 
Whose parents 
wee Solomon 
&Margaret A. 
(Upp) Burns. 
He married 
Catharine 
Stondalpy age 
26 born in 
DeKalb Co to 
John Fret & 
Sara (Johnson) 
Stondalpy. 
They were 
married April 
20,1895 in 
Auburn, IN. 
Paper States: 
Marilla Coby, 
by her attorney, 
last evening 
filed an action 
in the circuit 
court praying 
the court to 


Auburn Courier | December 22, Burns, Frank Burns 
1910 Catherine 


Auburn Courier | July 14, 1910 Coby, Marilla Coby, William 


Auburn Courier 


December 22, 
1910 


December 16, 
1910 


Conrad, Eliza 


Conrad Alison 


grant her a 
divorce decree 
from her 
husband, 
William Coby. 
The 
complainant 
avers that she 
was married to 
the defendant 
November 8 
1902 and that 
they have lived 
together until 
February 4, 
1910. She 
alleges that he 
has failed to 
provide and is 
an habitual 
drunkard. A 
plain decree 
and the custody 
of the three 
children is 
asked. 


Marilla Coby 
was this 
afternoon 
granted a 
divorce from 
her husband, 
William Coby, 
by sustaining 
her charges of 
his having 
failed to 
provide. The 
plaintiff resides 
in Garrett. 

Mrs. Elisa 
Conrad is 
plaintiff in a 
divorce action 
brought in court 


Auburn Courier 


November 24, 
1910 


Ditmars, Elisa | Ditmars, Isaac 


today against 
her husband 
Alison Conrad 
divorce decree, 
alimony in the 
sum of $500 
custody of her 
children and all 
other proper 
relief. She also 
asks for a 
restraining 
order to enjoin 
the defendant 
from disposing 
of his property. 
She also wants 
the household 
furniture. 
Mrs. Elisa 
Ditmars, aged 
73 years, was 
this afternoon 
granted a 
divorce decree 
from her 
husband, Isaac 
Ditmars, her 
former name, 
Mrs. Patterson, 
was restored 
and an anti- 
nuptial contract 
which had been 
entered into by 
her husband 
and her was 
ordered 
canceled. 

The defendant 
is 75 years of 
age and the 
couple have 
lived together 
since their 
marriage in 


1907 until 
August of this 
year when, 
according to the 
complaint, the 
defendant 
abandoned 
plaintiff Mrs. 
Ditmars was the 
only witness 
save those used 
to prove 
residence. 


In DeKalb 
County 
marriages there 
is a marriage 
for Isaac 
Ditmars age 70 
born in Wayne 
County, Ohio. 
He was a 
farmer and had 
one previous 
marriage. His 
parents were 
John A. and ? 
(Neff) Ditmars. 
He married 
Eliza George 
age 69 born in 
Wayne County, 
Ohio 2 previous 
marriages. 
(Patterson) Her 
maiden name 
was George and 
she was born to 
John & ? 
(McClellan) 
George. They 
were married 
March 31, 1907 
in DeKalb 
County. 


Since doing the 
Previous Order 
Book this was 
found On 
Microfilm Roll 
348 Case 9257 
Petition for 
divorce 3 pages. 
Case 8902 
Defendant three 
times called and 
in default. 
Deposition 
ordered 
published. 
Divorce granted 
to the plaintiff. 


Also found in 
1909 papers 


Forsythe, Sarah | Forsythe, 
Francis Charles 


Miscellaneous 


Order Book 45 | October Term Four, John Four, Annica 


1910 Page 222 


John Faur has 
instituted 
proceedings in 
the circuit 
court, asking 
for a divorce 
from his wife, 
Anica Faur, 
charging that 
she has 
committed 
adultery with 
two parties 
whose names 
are given in the 
complaint. The 
plaintiff asks 
for legal 
separation and 
all other relief. 
A case whish is 
causing Judge 
Powers some 
little anxiety is 
the divorce 
action entitled 
Grace Fretz 
versus George 


Auburn Courier | September 8, 


1910 


Auburn Courier | December 22, 


1910 


Fretz, Grace Fretz, George 


Fretz. The case 
was submitted 
for trial and 
evidence given 
by the plaintiff 
with reference 
to the cruelty 
and inhuman 
treatment of the 
defendant. 
Inasmuch as the 
plaintiff is soon 
to become a 
mother the case 
has an aspect 
quite different 
from those of 
an ordinary 
divorce action 
The question 
arising is how 
will provision 
be made for the 
maintenance of 
the child. 

MRS. Housel, 
aunt to the 
plaintiff 
informed the 
court that she 
would see that 
Mrs. Fretz and 
child are taken 
care of. 
Grace Fretz, by 
her attorney, 
has brought an 
action in court 
asking for a 
divorce decree 
from her 
husband, Joe 
Fretz, whom 
she claims has 
become cold 
and indifferent 


December 8, Fretz, Grace Fretz, Joe 


1901 


Auburn Courier 


toward her and 
who has falsely 
accused her of 
having 
committed the 
crime of 
adultery. The 
plaintiff asks 
for a plain 
decree with 
proper relief. 


There is a 
matriage in 
DeKalb County 
fora J. W. 
Fretz, age 24 
born in 
Germany. 
Worked as a 
machinist. His 
parents were 
Michal &? 
(Shaltz) Fretz 
He married 
Grace Row age 
18 born in 
Indiana to C. 
W. &? (Miller) 
Rowe. They 
were married 
Aprlatort9 10! 
Case 8878 
Defendant in 
default. Page 78 
Submitted to 
the court for 
trial and the 
court finds for 
the plaintiff. 
Divorce granted 
to him. 

Paper states 
Attorney J. E/ 
Pomeroy last 
evening filed a 


Order Book 45 | May Term Gettz, John Gettz, Martha 
1910 Page 75, 
78 

Auburn Courier | August 4, 1911 


divorce action 
in court entitled 
John Gets 
versus Martha 
Getts, in which 
the plaintiff, for 
the reason of 
his wife’s 
atonement, asks 
legal separation 
and all other 
proper relief. 
The plaintiff 
alleges that the 
defendant, after 
living with him 
for a little more 
than a month 
subsequent to 
their marnage 
in June 1906, 
wholly 
abandoned him, 
and has since 
refused to live 
with him. 
Case 8921 
Restraining 
order granted to 
restrain Plaintiff 
form disposing 
of his property 
during 
proceedings. 
Page 221 
Defendant 
ordered to pay 
$25 for use of 
defendant to 
pay attorney. 
Page 247 
Defendant files 
cross- 
complaint. 
Divorce granted 
to the Plaintiff 


Order Book 45 Gffeller, 


Godfrey 


Gffeller, 
Caroline 


October Term 
1910 Page 209, 
221, 247 


10 


October 6, 
1910 


Auburn Courier 


and he is to pay 
the costs. 


Paper States: 
Godfrey Gfeller 
of Waterloo 
was also the 
recipient of a 
divorce decree 
from Caroline 
Gfeller. His 
was not granted 
without 
opposition, 
however, for his 
wife subsequent 
to the filing of a 
complaint, filed 
a Cross 
complaint and 
prayed to the 
court to restrain 
the defendant 
from disposing 
of his property. 
She also asked 
that he be 
required to pay 
$25 to her for 
the making of 
her case. Such 
was ordered by 
the court. The 
plaintiff then 
filed an answer 
to the cross 
complaint and 
the case was 
submitted for 
trial this 
morning. The 
decree was 
granted by the 
judge. 


Order Book 45 | May Term Haite, George | Haite, Cora Case 8829 To 
1910 Page 93 annul marriage. 


Pt 


Auburn Courier 


Order Book 45 


July 21, 1910 


May Term 
1910 Page 7, 
49, 70 


Hamman, Mary | Hamman, 
Thomas 


i 


Plaintiff 
dismisses the 
case. 


Paper States: 

A daughter of 
George Haite 
today informed 
Mr. Haite’s 
attorney that the 
divorce case 
filed here 
against Cora 
Haite should be 
dismissed 
inasmuch as the 
latter had been 
granted a 
decree in the 
Allen superior 
court. The case 
will not be 
dismissed, 
however until 
an interview is 
had with Mr. 
Haite. 
Case 8876 
Divorce and 
Restraining 
Order Files her 
complaint on 
July 26, 1910 
and files 
affidavit for a 
restraining 
order and 
temporary 
allowance. Page 
49 Defendant to 
be restrained as 
to the real estate 
until the final 
hearing of he 
court. 
Defendant to 


August 4, 1910 


Auburn Courier 


pay the Clerk of 
this court 
monies for the 
use and 
maintenance of 
the Plaintiff and 
$5 for attorney 
fee. Page 70 
Plaintiff 
dismisses the 
case. Defendant 
dismisses the 
cross- 
complaint. 


Paper States: 
Charging that 
her husband has 
administered to 
her cruel 
treatment by 
striking her; 
applying — 
Inappropriate 
epithets in 
addressing her, 
slapping her, 
and many other 
objectionable 
actions, Mrs. 
Mary Hamman 
has filed in 
court a petition 
for a divorce 
decree from her 
husband, 
Thomas 
Hamman 
together with 
alimony in a 
suitable 
amount. 

Mrs. Hamman 
recites in her 
complaint that 
on one occasion 


her husband 
seized her by 
the throat and 
choked her until 
it became 
necessary for 
the daughter to 
interfere, that 
he is addicted to 
the use of 
intoxicating 
liquor and has 
talked vulgarly 
to her. 
According to 
the complaint, 
the parties 
separated on 
July 24". They 
were wedded 
October 14, 
1886, and have 
as the fruits of 
their marriage 
two living 
children, Chloe 
B Getz and 
Dessie Fern 
Hamman. Mrs. 
Hamman states 
that her 
husband is the 
possessor of 
140-acre tract 
of good land in 
Smithfield 
township, worth 
$10,000. An 
injunction to 
enjoin Mr. 
Hamman from 
disposing of his 
property is also 
filed. The trial 
in all 
probability will 


14 


Rs: 


come off this 
term of court. 


Another article 
in the same 
paper: 

Thomas 
Hamman files 
Cross 
Complaint: 

A cross 
complaint filed 
today by 
Thomas 
Hamman to 
meet the action 
brought in court 
by his wife 
places to a great 
extent to X- 
Rays on the 
domestic life of 
this well known 
family. 

He counter 
charges the 
wife with 
having treated 
hi cruelty, and 
states tht she 
has repeatedly 
and very 
offensively 
declared to him 
to him that she 
did not love 
him when she 
married him 
and that she had 
only become 
his wife for his 
money. He 
further alleges 
that she has 
stated that she 
utterly despised 


16 


him and 
entertained no 
love whatever 
for him. 

The cross 
complaint also 
states that Mrs. 
Hamman has an 
ungovernable 
temper and that 
she did not 
permit his 
mother to come 
into the home. 
After the father 
died, 
notwithstanding 
the fact that he 
had received 
the most of his 
property from 
his parents. 

The wife, 
according to the 
cross 
complaint, has 
not properly 
cooked for Mr. 
Hamman for 
several years, 
and that she had 
not assisted him 
as a wife should 
The divorce 
proceedings 
will be fought 
vigorously. 


cnmmem 


Paper States: 
Thomas and 
Mary Hamman 
of Smithfield 
township, who 
have had 
difficulties 
culminating in 


the filing a 
divorce 
complaint by 
Mrs. Hamman, 
and the filing of 
a Cross 
complaint by 
Mr. Hamman, 
have settled 
their differences 
and yesterday 
began abode 
together. 

The divorce 
complaint was 
filed some time 
ago by Mrs. 
Hamman, in 
which she 
prayed for legal 
separation. Mr. 
Hamman by his 
attorney filed a 
cross 

complaint, 
making charges 
of a mild nature 
against his wife. 
The interested 
parties have 
settled their 
differences and 
are now living 
together, which 
is indeed far 
better than an 
estrangement of 
domestic 
relations. The 
Hammans are 
among 
DeKalb’s 
respected 
citizens and that 
their trouble has 
been amicably 


17 


Order Book 45 


Auburn Courier 


Order Book 45 


October Term 
1910 Page 271, 
290, 316 


October 20, 
1910 


October Term 
1910 Page 179 


Herbert, Joseph | Herbert, Maude 


Hipshire, Mary | Hipshire, James 


18 


settled will be 
agreeable news 
to their many 
friends. 

Case 8944 Page 
290 Case 
continued. Page 
316 Defendant 
dismissed 
cross- 
complaint. 


In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a marriage 
for a Joseph A. 
Herbert, age 28 
born to Joseph 
A. & Sarah 
(Costall) 
Herbert. He 
was married to 
Maude R. 
Moore age 19 
born in Garrett 
toJ. & E. 
(Schaffstall) 
Moore. They 
were married 
April 30, 1894 
in Garrett, IN. 


Papers States: 
Joseph A. 
Herbert has 
filed a suit in 
the court, 
asking legal 
separation from 
his wife, Mud 
R. Herbert. 
Case 8745 
Divorce and 
Maintenance of 
child. 


Microfilm Roll 


45 


Order Book 45 


Auburn Courier 


Roll 415 Index 
Point 1913 to 
1916 


May Term 
1910 Page 18, 
19 


July 7, 1910 


July 21, 1910 


Hite, Almeda 


Hite, Oscar 


Divorce papers 


10-24-1912. 


Case 8846 
Defendant three 
times called and 
in default. 
Plaintiff granted 
divorce and 
name changed 
ob Almeda 
Bolinger 


Paper states 
Mrs. Hite living 
east of the 
Creek, this 
afternoon filed 
a divorce action 
against her 
husband Oscar 
Hite preferring 
the usual 
charges. 
Deputy Sheriff 
Hoff was called 
to the Hite 
home this 
afternoon for 
the reason that 
Mrs. Hite was 
afraid of her 
husband as she 
said. 

Paper States: 
Alinda? Hite 
was today 
granted a 
divorce from 
Oscar Hite, and 
her maiden 
name Alinda 
Bolinger, was 
restored. The 
defendant did 


Ss 


not appear and 
the decree was 
granted at the 
cost of the 
defendant. 


In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a marriage 
for a Oscar Hite 
age 39 born in 
Wyandott Co. 
Ohio 1 previous 
marriage. He 
was a wood 
Machinist. His 
parents were A. 
K. & Eliza E. 
(Morr) Hite. 

He married 
Almeda Alice 
(Stoner) 1 
previous 
marriage to 
Bolender. She 
was born in 
Elkhart In to 
Levi & Hanna 
(Myers) Stoner 
They were 
married May 
11, 1907 in 
Auburn, IN. 
Case 8887 
Defendant in 
default. Page 88 
Divorce granted 
and plaintiff to 
resume her 
maiden name of 
Helen Hartman. 


Order Book 45 | May Term Howlett, Helen | Howlett, Valma 


1910 Page 83, 
88 


In DeKalb 


20 


County 
Marriages there 
is a Marriage 
for Valma 
Howlett, age 19 
born in Steuben 
Co. IN he was a 
Mason. His 
parents were 
Thomas & 
Diana 
(Hathaway) 
Mason. He 
married Ellen 
(please note 
first name) 
Hartman, age 
17 born in 
Butler, IN to 
John & Mary 
(Phillips) 
Hartman. They 
were married 
November 6, 
1909 in 
Auburn, IN. 


Auburn Courier | August 18, Paper States: 
1910 Helen Howlett 
by her attorney, 
P. V. Hoffman, 


has filed suit in 
the circuit-court 
asking legal 
separation from 
her husband, 
Velma Howlett, 
ad restoration 
of her maiden 
name, Helen 
Hartman, 

The 
complainant 
recites the fact 
that she and the 
defendant were 


zh 


September 1, 
1910 


22 


married in 
November 
1909, and that 
they lived 
together until 
May 23, 1910, 
at which time 
they separated 
and have not 
lived together 
since. The 
plaintiff charges 
her husband 
with treating 
her cruelly and 
inhumanly, that 
he struck and 
slapped her and 
ordered her out 
of the house. 
Mrs. Howlett is 
a lass of sixteen 
summers, and 
that her 
matrimonial sea 
has been so 
rugged is a fact 
to be deplored. 
Paper states: 
Testifying that 
she was but 
fifteen years of 
age when 
wedded to 
Velma Howlett, 
and that he has 
been anything 
but a dutiful 
husband, Mrs. 
Helen Howlett 
succeeded this 
noon in 
convincing 
Judge Best that 
she was entitled 
to a divorce 


September 8, 
1910 


25 


decree from her 
husband, and 
such, together 
with the 
restoration of 
her maiden 
name, were 
granted. 

On account of 
the age of both 
contracting 
parties, the 
parents of both 
appeared at the 
clerk’s office 
and gave their 
written consent 
for the marriage 
of the couple. 
The clerk 
thought the girl 
to be sixteen 
yeas of age 
when a license 
was given the 
parties. 


Velma Howlett, 
who a few days 
ago was 
divorced from 
his wife, Helen 
Howlett, now 
Helen Hartman, 
enjoyed by a 
very few days 
of single 
blessedness, for 
last evening at 
nine o’clock he 
took to his 
bosom Goldie 
Boren, residing 
ear Feagler’s 
Corners, who in 
1909 was 


granted a 
divorce from 
her “hubby.” 
The fact that 
each of the 
parties have 
been married 
previously is 
significant, in 
that both the 
bride and 
groom are but 
nineteen years 
of age. The 
former 
matrimonial 
seas have been 
billowy, and in 
the case of the 
groom, his wife 
secured a 
divorce from 
him. 


Order Book 45 


May Term Julian, Maude | Julian, John R. | Case 8859 

1910 Page 12, Plaintiff files a 

Page 38, 40, 43 restraining 
order with 
complaint. 
Court grants the 
restraint for the 
defendant from 
selling or 
encumbering 
his property 
until further 
order of the 
court. Page 38 
Defendant 
motions to 
strike out 
restraining 
order and 
injunction. Page 
40 Divorce and 
Alimony Case 
8859 Submitted 


24 


Auburn Courier 


July 14, 1910 


Zo 


to the court for 
trial. Page 43 
Case continued. 
Page 46 Court 
finds for the 
defendant 
against the 
plaint that they 
should not be 
divorced. 
Injunction and 
restraining 
ordered be set 
aside and 
dissolved. 


Paper States: 
John R. Julian 
retaliates by a 
whizzing 
answer for the 
divorce 
complaint filed 
by his wife, 
Maud, on 
yesterday, and 
the allegations 
he makes are of 
such a nature as 
to suggest that 
the divorce 
action will be 
contested. Mr. 
Julian by his 
answer states 
that his wife 
was wedded 
three times 
before their 
marriage and 
that at least two 
of her divorced 
husbands are 
living. He 
states further 
that she has 


used his horse 
and buggy to go 
riding with 
other men after 
nightfall and 
has staid out 
until a late 

hour. He 
alleges that she 
has sold goods 
from the store 
and has 
appropriated 
money received 
therefore for 
her own use and 
has purchased 
luxuries far 
beyond his 
means and 
importuned him 
to pay for, 
which he did to 
keep peace in 
the family. Per 
the answer, 
Mrs. Julian has 
an 
uncontrollable 
temper and has 
often struck the 
plaintiff and 
treated him 
shamefully, He 
charges that she 
has confiscated 
a number of his 
lease notes and 
has done many 
other things 
which were 
objectionable. 
Mr. Julian 
states by his 
answer that he 
does not object 


27 


to this wife’s 
securing a 
divorce if the 
court deems her 
deserving of 
one by he prays 
that she not be 
given alimony, 
as he avers that 
she has already 
secured as 
much of his 
property as he 
himself 
possesses. 


Another Article 
in the same 
paper: Mrs. 
Julian wants to 
Shake 
“Hubby.” 
When this 
morning John 
R. Julian, 
second-hand 
dealer, 
awakened to his 
surroundings he 
became 
conversant with 
the fact that a 
divorce action 
was pending 
against him, in 
which his wife, 
Maud, demands 
alimony in the 
sum of $500. 
together with a 
decree. 
According t the 
complaint the 
matrimonial sea 
of the Julian’s 
has been 


28 


anything but 
smooth. The 
hubby has been 
jealous, the 
wife has been 
beaten, and 
between the 
two they have 
managed to 
make things 
hum abut their 
living quarters. 
Mrs. Julian 
claims that John 
R. has abused 
her, that he has 
accused her of 
lying in 
adultery, which 
is false she 
says, and that 
he has done 
many other 
things, which 
are not 
becoming of a 
dutiful husband. 
She cannot bear 
the weight of 
false accusation 
and of abuse 
any longer; she 
lust can’t do it — 
she won’t- so 
there you are. 
She wants a 
divorce and too 
she wants five 
hundred dollars 
in change from 
her husband. To 
make sure that 
he does not 
dispose of this 
belongings until 
the matter is 


July 21, 1910 


29 


disposed of she 
has issued a 
restraining 
order 
restraining him 
from selling his 
horse or his 
second hand 
store on 
Seventh Street. 
It seems that 
Mrs. Julian 
went to her 
home at 
Bluffton a few 
days ago and 
her husband 
followed in 
pursuit. She 
returned this 
morning and 
files the divorce 
action. 


Paper States: 
The Julian 
divorce case 
was set for 
haring today 
but was 
postponed on 
account of the 
illness of the 
defendant. 


Another article 
in the same 
paper states: 
The trial of the 
divorce action 
brought by Mrs. 
Maud Julian 
against her 
husband, John 
R. Julian, which 
was set for 


July 28, 1910 


30 


tomorrow, will 
undoubtedly be 
postponed on 
account of the 
illness of the 
defendant. The 
plaintiff is 
caring for her 
husband during 
his illness. 

Mrs. Julian 
informs us that 
the allegation in 
the answer filed 
by her husband 
that she had 
been married 
three times 
before is false. 


Paper States: 
The divorce 
trial of Maud 
and John R. 
Julian, set by 
Special Judge 
Best for last 
evening at 6:45, 
was again 
postponed after 
a physician’s 
certificate was 
presented to the 
effect that the 
plaintiff was 
too ill to be in 
court. 

The trial of the 
cause was first 
postponed on 
account of the 
alleged illness 
of Mr. Julian, 
for whom the 
wife who 
sought a decree 


Shi 


and alimony 
was caring. 
Mrs. Julian, it is 
said is lying at 
the Central 
House suffering 
from an illness 
bordering on 
nervous 
prostration; 
He condition 
was very 
critical 
yesterday 
afternoon, it 
was said. 

The controversy 
will be waged 
on the 
proposition of 
alimony, and 
not on the 
matter of 
granting a 
divorce. 


Another article 
in the same 
paper: 

The closets 
were depleted 
of the 
proverbial 
skeletons today 
when in court 
John R. Julian 
and Mrs. Maud 
Julian, in 
language to 
void of 
sensationalism 
related of 
incidents and 
rumors of 
incidents the 
nature of which 


oe 


are far beyond 
the 
reproduction 
limits. 

From the 
testimony of 
Mrs. Julian the 
impression 1s 
given that 
neither she nor 
he minced 
words 1n 
applying 
epithets to each 
other when they 
became 
entangled. 

The plainest 
language was 
employed. The 
defendant, Mr. 
Julian is 
charged with 
having shaken 
his wife, 
twisted her 
wrists calling 
her names not 
proper to repeat 
toa 
miscellaneous 
family of 
readers, and 
many other 
things like the 
conventional 
sale bill 
termination, “‘to 
numerous to 
mention.” 

On the other 
hand, Mr. 
Julian in court 
charges his wife 
with having 
become too 


a3 


intimate with 
certain en 
whose names 
were given. 
Attorney 
Walbert of 
Bluffton was a 
witness for the 
plaintiff and he 
gave some 
mighty 
damaging 
evidence with 
reference to the 
character and 
reputation of 
Mr. Julian. 
There was 
slashing from 
beginning to 
end. Even the 
attormeys, 
animated by the 
desire to further 
the interests of 
their clients, 
clashed in 
controversy 
over disputed 
points and the 
matter in sum 
total was XX, 
while from one 
standpoint the 
equivalent to a 
farce comedy, it 
embodied the 
telling of a sad 
story in which 
husband and 
wife who had 
pledged their 
love to each 
other forever, 
had turned 
stonehearted 
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love being 
succeeded by 
hatred and 
disgust. As 
estrangement 
irreconcilable is 
the sequel to he 
matrimonial 
relations of 
these people 


Paper States: 
The trial of the 
Julian divorce 
case was 
resumed this 
afternoon at the 
conclusion of 
the McEntarfer 
litigation and 
witnesses for 
the defendant 
were examined 
as to their 
knowledge 
relative to the 
actions of Mrs. 
Julian, A young 
boy testified of 
his having seen 
the plaintiff out 
riding. 

The case will 
not be 
concluded until 
late this 
evening if not 
later. Mrs. 
Julian it is 
understood will 
offer rebuttal 
testimony to 
that offered by 
some of the 
defendants 
witnesses. 


(eT ee ee a Mrs. Julian 


ie, 


The courtroom 
had within its 
walls quite a 
sprinkling of 
baldheads. It 
indeed was 
surprising to 
see a crowd of 
gray haired men 
grasping her 
every lota of 
sensational 
evidence that 
was introduced. 
Several young 
men in their 
teens were also 
in evidence to 
get an “earful.” 


Another article 
in the same 
paper states: At 
the conclusion 
of the trial of 
the case of Mrs. 
Maud Julian vs. 
John Julian this 
noon, Judge 
Best announced 
that under the 
law and in 
consideration of 
the evidence 
introduced, he 
found it is his 
duty to refuse to 
grant a divorce 
to the plaintiff. 
The Judge 
reviewed the 
case briefly 
stating that he 
has found form 
the evidence 
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has aroused the 
jealousy of her 
husband that 
the Mr. Julian 
has treated his 
wife rudely on 
divers 
occasions. The 
fact that the 
plaintiff has 
been divorced 
hereto and that 
both the 
husband the 
wife knew of 
each other’s 
virtues and their 
shortcomings 
when they were 
married, hence 
he could find no 
good reason for 
grating a 
decree: 

The fact was 
brought out that 
Mr. Julian still 
wished to live 
with his wife, 
that he still 
loves her as of 
old, etc. 

The wife 
however 
testified on the 
stand that she 
could never live 
with him again, 
and unless 
reconciliation is 
affected, they 
will live as two 
hereafter. 

The judge made 
an order of r 
Mr. Julian to 


oy 


pay ten dollars 
in court. 
Without an 
absentee from 
the baldhead 
row and with 
the usual 
sprinkling of 
curiosity 
seeking young 
men, the Julian 
divorce case 
was resumed 
this morning 
before Special 
Judge Best. 

His Honor was 
not satisfied 
with the 
evidence as it 
was introduced 
and asked that 
certain parties 
be examined for 
the sake of 
corroborating 
the testimony of 
either the 
plaintiff or the 
defendant so 
that he could 
have some idea 
as to which of 
the interested 
parties was 
telling the truth. 
The defendant 
was examined 
and cross- 
examined last 
evening and 
submitted to the 
court evidence 
which if true 1s 
very damaging 
to the Plaintiff. 


August 11, 
1910 


He, however, 
found himself 
anything but 
composed on 
the cross- 
examination 
and got himself 
into some very 
bad holes. 


Paper States: 
John R. Julian, 
who for some 
time has 
conducted a 
second hand 
store on 
Seventh Street, 
has closed a 
deal whereby 
his entire stock 
of goods has 
been transferred 
to the 
possession of L. 
J. Libby of Fort 
Wayne, who 
today was 
engaged in 
shipping the 
articles to his 
place of 
business in the 
Summit City. 
Mr. Julian has 
not decided at 
what place he 
ill locate, but he 
will leave here 
tomorrow on an 
investigating 
tour for the 
purpose, if he 
finds a suitable 
place of 
embarking in 
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October 13, 
1910 


the five and ten 
cent business, 
He has several 
propositions in 
view. 

The differences 
of Mr. Julian 
and his wife 
have been 
adjusted, and 
they are again 
living together 
as man and 
wife. A 
complete 
reconciliation 
has been 
affected and 
again the two 
are as happy as 
larks. They 
will leave here 
together, and 
with a thorough 
understanding 
of each other 
will pursue 
their 
matrimonial 
career as if 
nothing had 
happened to 
mar their 
pleasures of the 
past. 


Paper sates: 
John R. Julian, 
who a few 
months ago 
disposed of a 
second hand 
store on 
Seventh street 
which he had 
operated fro 


Order Book 45 


October Term 
1910 Page 215, 
216 


McCain, 
Minerva 
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more than a 
year, has 
returned to the 
city and is 
preparing to 
open another 
public store of 
the same kind. 
Mr. Julian has 
engaged the 
Sheets room on 
the corner of 
North and 
Cedar streets 
and has 
quartered a 
consignment of 
furniture there 
already. 

Mrs. Julian 1s at 
Goshen at 
present, but will 
arrive in the 
city within a 
few weeks to 
join her 
husband. 
Case 8885 
Divorce and 
allowance for 
child. 
Defendant is 
three times 
called and in 
default. Divorce 
granted to the 
Plaintiff and 
she is to have 
custody of 
Edward 
McClain, 4 
years old. $50 
per year to be 
paid for support 
of child until he 
reaches 16 


McCain, 
William J. 


al years of age. 
Auburn Courier | August 18, Paper States: 


1910 Minerva 
McCain has 
filed and action 
in the court, 
asking for legal 
separation from 
her husband. 
W. J. McCain. 
The complaint 
alleges the fact 
that the couple 
were 
intermarried in 
April 1905, and 
lived together 
until September 
290MM he 
defendant is 
charged with 
having failed to 
provide, with 
being a 
drunkard and 
many other 
tings on the 
usual calendar. 
The plaintiff 
asks a divorce 
decree, the 
custody of her 
child and $100 
per annum for 
her support. 


October 20, Paper States: 
1910 Mrs. Minerva 
McCain was 
this morning 
granted a 
divorce from 
her husband, 


William 
McCain, and 
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McEntarfer, 
Henry 


McEntarfer, 
Bertha 


October Term 
1910 Page 173 


Order Book 45 


Order Book 45 _| October Term Miller, Pearl M. | Miller, Ralph 


1910 Page 246 


Auburn Courier | October 27, 
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given the 
custody of her 
child. The 
court decreed 
that the 
defendant pay 
the sum of fifty 
dollars per year 
for the 

—__ child until 
he is sixteen 
years of age. 


Case 8909 


In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a marriage 
for a Henry 
McEntarfer 
born in 
Waterloo, IN. 
He married 
Bertha M. 
Gardner (no 
further info) 
They were 
married July 4, 
1906. 

Case 8939 
Summons 
issued for 
defendant. He is 
three times 
called and is in 
default. Court 
rules for the 
Plaintiff and 
she is to have 
her former 
name of Pearl 
M. Smith 


Paper States: 


Order Book 45 
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Moffler, Lillie 


May Term 
1910 Page 76, 
77 October 
Termal 9 U0 
Page 262, 269; 
289 290 


George 


August 4, 1910 
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Moffler, 


Pearl M. Miler 
of Waterloo 
was granted a 
decree from her 
husband, Ralph 
Miller and her 
maiden name of 
Pearl M. Smith 
was restored. 
This woman 
charged her 
husband with 
having treated 
he cruelly and 
failing to 
provide. 

For Support 
Other 
defendant: 
Baltimore and 
Ohio R. R. Co. 
Page 76 is case 
8717 Page 77 1s 
case 8877 Page 
262 Set for 
argument on 
November 3, 
(91 03Race26) 
Case continued. 
Page 289,290 
Court finds for 
the Defendant 
and the Plaintiff 
to take nothing 
from the cause. 


Paper States: 
Lillie Moffler 
of Garrett by 
her attorneys, 
Mounts and 
Brinkerhoff, 
has filed a suit 
in court against 
her husband, 
George 


Moffler, and the 
B. & O. 
Railroad 
company 
demanding 
judgment in the 
sum of $80. 
Mrs. Moffler 
some time ago 
filed a similar 
action but 
dismissed the 
same by virtue 
of an agreement 
out of court 
whereby the 
defendant 
agreed to pay 
her the 
estimated sum 
of $20 per 
month. 
According to 
the complaint 
filed, Moffler 
failed and 
refused to pay 
this amount to 
Mrs. Moffler 
hence he further 
action. 

Mrs. Moffler 
asks that the B. 
& O railroad 
company be 
compelled to 
pay the amount 
asked for and 
deduct it from 
his salary. 
Paper States: 
Because her 
husband 
knocked her 
down and on 
divers 


November 10, Moore, Susan Moore, Charles 


1910 


Auburn Courier 
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occasions 
struck and beat 
her, an because 
he called her 
vile and 
opprobrious 
names, Mrs. 
Susan Moore 
ahs field a 
complaint in the 
DeKalb Circuit 
Court asking a 
legal decree 
from Charles 
Moore. The 
parties reside in 
Butler. The 
plaintiff in her 
bill alleges that 
her hubby also 
accused her 
falsely as being 
a thief and 
made such 
other 
accusations. 
The complaint 
recited the fact 
that the couple 
was married 
August 22, 
1908 and 
separated 
September 29 
of this year. 


In DeKalb 
County 
marriages there 
is a marriage 
for a Charles 
Moore age 41 
born in Butler, 
Indiana. He had 
been married 
twice before 


and worked as a 
railroader. His 
parents were 
Louis & Gebila 
(Nules) More. 
He married 
Susie Rickets 
age 39 born in 
DeKalb 

County, | 
previous 
marriage to a 
Krontz. Her 
parents were 
William R. & 
Kenneth 
(Manner) 
Rickets. They 
were married in 
Auburn, Ind. 
August 13, 
1908. 
Case 8864 
Divorce granted 
to Plaintiff. 


Order Book 45 | May Term Palmer. May Palmer, George 


1910 Page 22 


July 21, 1910 Papers States 
Judge Best this 
morning 
granted a 
decree of 
divorce to Mary 
Palmer from 
her husband, 
George Palmer. 
There is another 
case pending 
against Mr. 
Palmer. State 
bxrelive: 
Palmer. This is 
an action for 
support and it is 
understood that 
the parties have 
practically 
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October Term 
1910 Page 228 


October 27, 
1910 


Roady, Myrtle 


47 


Roady, John 


settled this 


matter out of 


court. 

Case 8949 
Lydia Stiles 
provides 
affidavit of 
non-residence 
of the 
defendant. 
Notice 
published in the 
Auburn Courier 
of action. 


Paper States: A 
divorce action 
filed in the 
circuit court last 
evening, in 
which Myrtle 
Roady is 
plaintiff and 
John Roady 
defendant. 

Mrs. Road 
recites in her 
complaint that 
she and the 
defendant were 
united in 
matriage in 
1907 and lived 
together as man 
and wife until 
July 25, 1908. 
At that time she 
alleges the 
defendant 
wholly 
abandoned her 
without cause 
and has not 
since 
contributed to 
her support. 
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October Term 
1910 Page 220 


August 25, 
1910 


Stamets, 
Mildred R. 


Please note in 
the paper it has 
Mr. Stamets 
filing for 
divorce. 
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Stamets, Zenith 
A. 


His 
disappearance a 
well as his 
reason for 
abondend her is 
mysterious to 
the plaintiff, she 
states as the 
parties were on 
the best of 
term’s 


Mrs. Roady 
asks fora 
decree and the 
restoration of 
her maiden 
name, which is 
Myrtle Stiles. 
According to 
her complaint 
she ahs resided 
near Garrett al 
her life. 

Case 8946 
Court rules for 
the Plaintiff and 
she is to resume 
her maiden 
name of 
Mildred R. 
Sanders. 


Paper States: 
Dr. Zeanith 
Stamets wants a 
divorce 


Dr. Zeanith H. 
Stamets, 
introduction 
unnecessary, 1s 
we are 
informed 
making all 
preliminaries 


for the filing of 
a divorce action 
against his wife, 
and the suit will 
in all 
probability be 
commenced in 
the DeKalb 
circuit court 
within the next 
few weeks, and 
then be venued 
to another 
county, in case 
Mrs. Stamets 
desires to 
contest the 
litigation. 

Dr Stamets for 
some time has 
been located in 
Detroit, where 
he is working 
on a patent to 
be used on 
automobiles. 
The patent is 
said to be a 
meritorious 
one, which will 
be in demand 
when perfected. 
He has 
temporarily 
abandoned the 
practice of 
medicine and 
will not resume 
his profession 
until the patent 
is completed. 
He has 
temporarily 
abandoned the 


practice of 
|__| medicine and 
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will not resume 
his profession 
until the patent 
is completed. 
When this is 
accomplished 
he will open an 
office in Fort 
Wayne, if 
present plans do 
not miscarry. 
Inasmuch as the 
complaint is not 
yet drawn, no 
one knows what 
reason the 
doctor will 
advance for a 
legal separation 
from his wife, 
who Is 
esteemed by 
many Auburn 
people. 
Case 8967 For 
Divorce 
Defendant files 
general denial 


Order Book 45 Sweeny, 


Michael H. 


Sweeny, 
Catharine 


October Term 
1910 Page 290 


For his trouble 
of informing 
the court that 
what his wife 
had testified to 
in a divorce 
notice brought 
against him was 
false, Michael 
Sweeney of 
Garrett, who 
but a few hours 
prior to calling 
the case for trial 
had agreed that 
his wife secure 
a divorce and 


November 17, 
1910 
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ait 


that he pay her 
$20 per month 
for support, 
foiled the whole 
plan and the 
court dismissed 
the action 
forthwith. 

A few days ago 
it will be 
remembered, 
Mrs. Sweeney 
filed a 
sensational 
divorce 
complaint in the 
court, making 
some ugly 
charges. The 
attorneys for 
the parties held 
conference and 
finally agreed 
that a divorce 
be secured and 
that Mr. Seeney 
pay $30 per 
month for the 
support of the 
wife. 

Mrs. Sweeney 
was placed on 
the stand this 
afternoon and 
testified that her 
husband had 
not provided for 
her and made 
other serious 
allegations. 
Upon the 
completion of 
her testimony, 
Mr. Seeney, 
without the 
advice of his 


December 16, 
1910 


SZ 


attorney rose to 
his feet and 
inquired, 

Your Honor, 
may I have a 
word to say?’ 
The court 
granted the 
privilege 
whereupon Mr. 
Sweeney, who 
it is said was 
anxious for a 
divorce but who 
wanted to let 
the judge know 
that the 
allegations were 
false, on the 
side, vigorously 
denied the 
charges as set 
forth by the 
testimony of the 
woman. 

The judge said: 
: Well, if that is 
the case, I will 
have to dismiss 
the came for 
want of gourds 
for granting of a 
decree.” 

And the parties 
are still one. 


Papers states: 
Foiled in her 
effort to secure 
a divorce 
decree in 
consequence of 
the indiscretion 
of her husband 
in denying 
vigorously the 


Order Book 45 


May Term 
1910 Page 49, 
68, October 
Term 1910 
Page 169, 207, 
208 


attorney H. W. 
Mountz, filed 
another 
complaint in 
court today 
asking for the 
severance of 
matrimonial 
relations, the 
custody of her 
child and 
together with 
proper relief. 
The question of 
alimony was 
not mentioned, 
this part of the 
program having 
been settled out 
of court. The 
complaint asks 
that Michaels 
be compelled to 
support eh 
child, 
However.. 


allegations she 
made not 
withstanding 
his agreement 
that she should 
get a divorce, 
Mrs. Catherine 
Sweeney by her 


Case 8874 Page 
68 continued. 
Page 169 
Attorney 
appears for the 
defendant. Page 
207-208 Court 
finds for the 
plaintiff and she 
is to have the 
custody of the 
minor child. 


Treesh, Ellen Treesh, David 
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Paper States: 
Special Judge 
R. D. Best has 
received a 
communication 
fro Judge 
Bratton in 
which the 
information is 
conveyed that 
he cannot return 
to resume court 
his week, as he 
had expected. 
His physician at 
Grand Rapids 
has advised 
against his 
coming. 


Ellen Treesh 
has commenced 
suit in court for 
a divorce 
decree from her 
husband, Daniel 
Treesh. The 
parties reside in 
Corunna. 

The complaint 
alleges that for 
ten years the 
defendant has 
been guilty of 
cruel and 
inhuman 
treatment 
toward her, that 
for seven years 
he has not 
provided 
reasonable 
support and that 
at one time 
before their 


Auburn Courier 


final separation 
the husband 
abandoned her 
for a year and a 
half. The 
plaintiff wants a 
decree and the 
custody of her 
child. 


December 8, 
1910 


James M. 
Triplett, 
residing four 
miles northeast 
is defendant in 
a divorce and 
alimony action 
commenced in 
DeKalb county 
court yesterday 
afternoon by 
Mrs. Eva 
Triplett, who 
demands 
severance of 
matrimonial 
ties, custody of 
her four 
children and 
alimony in the 
sum of $200. 
A restraining 
order, 
restraining the 
defendant from 
disposing of 
any of his 
property until 
the final 
disposition of 
the case was 
ordered by 
Judge F. M. 
Powers last 
evening. 

The plaintiff 


Triplett, Eva Triplett, James 


avers that she 
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became the 
wife of Triplett 
November 4, 
1893. and that 
during all the 
time of their 
wedded life she 
has been a 
dutiful wife, 
performing her 
duties as best 
she could. They 
separated 
October 10" 
last and have 
not lived 
together since 
as man and 
wife. 

The 
complainant 
alleges further 
that the 
defendant has 
been guilty of 
cruel and 
inhuman 
treatment to her 
and to her 
children; that he 
ahs continually 
kept a loaded 
revolver in the 
house and has 
of times 
threatened 
violent 
punishment to 
them; that he 
has left the 
home at each 
week’s end 
without stating 
where he was 
going and not 
returning until 
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Wednesday 
morning; the he 


has frequently 
sated that he 
would get rid of 
his family, and 
many other 
antics. The 
plaintiff asks, 
besides the 
alimony, $300 
for her support 
and the 
payment of 
costs of the 
litigation. The 
suite was filed 
by Attorneys C. 
M. Brown and 
J. W. Baxter. 


In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a marriage 
for a James 
Triplet age 21 
born in 
Smithfield Twp 
to Charles H. & 
Sara (Owens) 
Triplet. He was 
a farmer. He 
married Eva 
Harms age 21 
who was born 
in Smithfield 
Township to 
Frederick & 
Rachel 
(Schlatter) 
Harms. They 
were married 
November 4, 
1893 at 


Waterloo, 


Order Book 45 


Case 8424 
Cause is 
dismissed by 
plaintiff at his 
costs. 


Wasson, Wasson, Annie 


Benjamin F. 


October Term 
1910 Page 178 
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December 16, | Weicht, Violet 


1910 


Weicht, George | By her attorney 
J. E. Pomeroy, 
Violet Weicht 
this afternoon 
filed a divorce 
complaint in the 
circuit court 
asking for 
separation two 
thousand 
dollars alimony 
and the 
restoration of 
her maiden 
name, Violet 
Wiler. 

The plaintiff 
alleges cruel 
and inhuman 
treatment and 
states that the 
defendant has 
accused her of 
improper 
relations with 
other men prior 
to their 
marriage and 
that he has 
questioned her 
ability to do 
housework. 

She also alleges 
that the 
defendant has 
conveyed his 
property worth 
$6,00 to his 
brother for the 
purpose of 
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December22. 


1910 


Order Book 45 
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defeating the 
claim against 
him. 

The case will 
no doubt be a 
bitterly fought 
one for the 
defendant will 
oppose 
vigorously the 
judgment asked 
for. 


The appearance 
of Leonard, 
Rose and 
Zollars and 
Link & 
Atkinson was 
noted for 
George Weicht 
against whom a 
divorce and 
alimony case 
was filed some 
time ago. Mr. 
Weicht will 
fight the case 
bitterly. 


October Term Wheelock, Wheelock, 


L910 Pages Sadie 


Hayden 


Case 8942 Non- 
residency of the 
defendant. 


Decembemls ap leoe 
1910 William 


Wilcox, 
Elisabeth 


A divorce 
action which, if 
contested will 
undoubtedly 
border on the 
sensational, was 
filed by 
Attorney C. M. 
Smith in the 
circuit court 
today entitled 
William Wilcox 
versus Elisabeth 
Wilcox 
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November 24, 
1910 
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Wolff, Ella 
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Wolff, Charles 


The parties live 
near Ashley. 
The 
complainant 
alleges that his 
wife has been 
guilty of cruel 
and inhuman 
treatment and 
that she has 
entertained a 
number of men 
in their home 
while the 
plaintiff was 
gone. 

The defendant, 
Courier readers 
will remember, 
is the woman 
who about one 
year ago 
appeared before 
the grand jury 
and testified 
that a certain 
man entered her 
home while her 
husband was at 
a sale and 
committed an 
assault upon 
her. 
Mrs. Ella 
Wolff, of 
Garrett, by her 
attorney, D. D. 
Moody, has 
filed an action 
in court for 
legal separation 
from her 
husband, 
custody of her 
three children 
and alimony in 


the sum of 
$1,500. The 
complainant 
alleges that the 
defendant, 
Charles Wolff, 
has been guilty 
of cruel 
treatment has 
been indifferent 
and neglectful 
of his martial 
duty and that he 
has choked, 
struck and 
cursed her. She 
also states that 
he has not 
properly 
provided for 
hers The 
plaintiff is an 
invalid. The 
defendant is a 
B. & O. 
Engineer. 
Case 8916 Page 
242 Case 
continued. Page 
270 Divorce 
granted to the 
Plaintiff and the 
Defendant to 
resume her 
former name of 
Hazel Koeppe 


Order Book 45 | October Term 
1910 Page 198, 


242, 270 


In DeKalb 
County 
Marriages there 
is a marriage 
for an Orla 
Woodring age 
23 born in 
DeKalb County 
to Benjamin & 
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Hellen (Davis) 
Woodring. 

He married 
Hazel Koeppe 
age 20 born in 
DeKalb County 
to Augustus & 
Mattie (May) 
Koeppe. They 
were married 
July 22, 1908 in 
Newville In. 
Other defendant 
in the case 8828 
is the Baltimore 
and Ohio R.R. 
Co for support 
Page 26 Court 
orders 
defendant to 
pay $51.75 for 
support of 
plaintiff and 
minor children. 
Balitmore and 
Ohio R. R. to 
pay the amount 
due to Frank 
Wyatt to the 
Clerk in 
payment of the 
allowance. Page 
100, four lines 
on page 101 
Case 8856 is for 
divorce. 
Defendant in 
default. Divorce 
granted and she 
is to have 
custody of 
minor children 
and to recover 
from the $300 
in alimony 


Wyatt, Mar? Or 
Mae? 


Wyatt, Frank 


1910 Page 1, 
page 26, 100 
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Paper States: 
When Frank 
Wyatt, self- 
confessed hog 
thief, is released 
from the 
Indiana prison 
after having 
served his term 
of not less than 
one or more 
than eight 
years, he will 
not have a life 
companion to 
return to, if the 
petition for a 
divorce filed in 
court this 
morning by the 
wife, Mae 
Wyatt has 
bearing with the 
court. 

The complaint 
alleges that 
Wyatt on May 
BIO 10; 
wholly 
abandoned his 
wife and three 
children 
without leaving 
any provision 
whatever for 
their livelihood. 
Mrs. Wyatt 
alleges further 
that on Jun 22 
Mr. Wyatt was 
convicted of an 
infamous crime 
that of larceny, 
and that he has 
been committed 
to the 


penitentiary. 
She dubs him a 
unfit person to 
have the 
custody of the 
children and 
therefore asks 
that she be 
given a decree, 
custody of the 
children and her 
maiden name 
which was Mae 
Milliman. 

The children 
are Violet 
Marie, aged 
five years, 
Charles Cecil 
aged three and 
Harry Richard 
aged eleven 
months. 

Mr. Wyatt owes 
his present 
imprisonment 
to the wife who 
now seeks legal 
separation from 
him as he 
languished in 
the state prison, 
During the 
winter, as 
Courier readers 
will remember, 
a hog was 
stolen from the 
stock e[pens of 
W. C. McNabb. 
Although the 
finger of 
suspicion 
pointed to the 
doorway of Mr. 
Wyatt there was 
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insufficient 
evidence to 
warrant an 
arrest and the 
matter was 
practically lost 
sight of. In 
May of this 
year, Mr. Wyatt 
elected to leave 
his wife, wholly 
oblivious very 
probably of the 
fact that she 
held within her 
heart a secret, 
the exposure of 
which would 
land him behind 
prison bars. He 
failed to 
provide and did 
other things 
greatly to the 
antagonism of 
his wife. These 
actions were 
forborne for a 
time but when 
patience ceased 
to be a virtue, 
the woman 
decided to 
make a clean 
breast of the 
theft, and see 
that punishment 
was meted out 
to her husband. 
Mr. Wyatt, it is 
said is perfectly 
willing that a 
divorce be 
grand to the 


wife and he 
= | probably will 
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not make a 
defense to the 
action. 


Paper States: 
The summons 
issued since the 
filing of divorce 
proceedings by 
Mrs. Mae 
Wyatt was 
served upon 
Frank Wyatt in 
the Indiana 
Reformatory 
and has been 
returmed to the 
DeKalb Circuit 
Court. It is 
understood that 
Mr. Wyatt will 
not contest the 
case and the 
decree will be 
given by 
default. 


July 21, 1910 
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Adams, Amos 
Adams, Harley 
Adams, Louetta 
Adams, Mary Susan 
Baxter. K. W. 

Best, Judge (R. D.) 


Gardner, Bertha M. 
George, (McClellan) 
George, Elisa 

George, John 

Gets, John 

Getts, Martha 

Gettz, John 

Gettz, Martha 

Getz, Chloe B. 

Gfeller, Caroline 

Gfeller, Godfrey 

Gffeller, Caroline 
Gffeller, Godfrey 

Haite, Cora 

Haite, George 

Hamman, Dessie Fern 
Hamman, Mary C. VAS 
16, 17 
P2613; 
Fo.7 
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54 
Bolender, 
Bolinger, Almeda 2 
Booth, Alice (Eckelberger) 
Booth, Cassie 

Booth, Fred 

Booth, George 

Boren, Goldie 

Bratton, Judge 

Brown, C. M. 

Burns, Catherine 

Burns, Frank 

Burns, Margaret A. (Upp) 
Burns, Solomon 

Cecil, Charles 

Coby, Marilla 

Coby, William 

Conrad, Alison 

Conrad, Eliza 

Costall, Sarah 

Davis, Helen 

Ditmars, (Neff) 
Ditmars, Elisa 

Ditmars, Isaac 

Ditmars, John A. 
Eckelberger, Alice 

Faur, Anica 

Faur, John 

Forsythe, Charles 
Forsythe, Sarah Francis 
Four Annica 

Four, John 

Fretz, (Shaltz) 
Fretz, George 

Fretz, Grace 

|b deg tye Pah as 

Fretz, Joe 

Fretz, Michal 
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Hamman, Thomas 


Harms, Eva 

Harms, Frederick 

Harms, Rachel (Schlatter) 
Hartman, Ellen 

Hartman, Helen 
Hartman, Helen 
Hartman, John 

Hartman, Mary (Phillips) 
Hathaway, Diana 
Herbert, Joseph (A.) 
Herbert, Maude R. 
Herbert, Mud R. 

Herbert, Sarah (Costall) 
Hipshire, James H. 
Hipshire, Mary 

Hite, A. K. 

Hite, Alinda (?) 

Hite, Almeda 

Hite, Eliza E. (Morr) 
Hite, Oscar 

Hoff, Deputy Sheriff 
Hoffman, P. V. 

Housel, Mrs. 

Howlett, Helen 20, 25: 
22; 23 


2 


21, 23 
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Treesh, Daniel 
Treesh, David 
Treesh, Ellen 
Triplet, James 
Triplet, Sara (Owens) 57 
Triplett, Eva 55 
Triplett, James M. aS, 
Upp, Margaret 3 
Wasson, Annie = Sasi 
Wasson, Benjamin F. ai 58 
Weicht, George a DOD : 
Weicht, Violet 58 
Wheelock, Hayden Fal ay) <n 
Wheelock, Sadie [59 
Wilcox, Elisabeth 59 
Wilcox, William 59 
Wiler, Violet sSiaa| 
Wolff, Charles — es 
Wolff, Ella 60 
Woodring, Benjamin 61 
Woodring, Hazel 61 
Woodring, Hellen (Davis) 62 

| Woodring, Orla ole 
Wyatt, Charles Cecil 64 
Wyatt, Frank Ga, 

64, 65, 

i. {66 
Wyatt, Harry Richard 64 
Wyatt, Mar/Mae aia 

65 
Wyatt, Violet Marie 64 
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